Registered Voters
State Election

November 2, 2010

PRECINCT DEMOCRAT REPUBLICAN UNENROLLED &%i?:?@ggm CONSERVATIVE EAR'EE;IUSA (;KE,EBNOW I;I;Ei:l-ARTY LIBI?RTARIAN SOCIALIST | CONSTITUTION ?g'?:[g

1 A 620 46 565 0 0 1 8 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 | 1245
1] B 817 91 661 0 0 1 7 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 { 1580
2| A 699 25 344 0 0 0 6 0 2 0 0 0 1 0| 1077
2| B 547 24 392 0 0 2 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 0972
3| A 752 53 692 1 0 0 20 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 | 1522
3] B 732 57 646 0 0 0 10 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 | 1451
4| A 624 36 508 0 0 0 8 0 6 0 0 0 0 0| 1182
4| B 897 51 676 0 0 1 15 1 3 0 2 0 0 0 | 1646
5| A 677 56 647 0 0 0 7 0 2 0 1 0 0 11391
5| B 675 61 669 0 1 0 11 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 | 1422
6| A 603 102 729 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 | 1440
6| B 735 113 780 0 0 0 3 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 | 1637
71 A 734 80 640 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 | 1460
7] B 703 101 733 0 0 1 4 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 | 1548
GRAND TOTAL | 9815 896 8682 1 1 6| 109 5 48 2 4 1 2 1|19573




WARRANT FOR STATE ELECTION
Held on
November 2, 2010

City of Northampton
Notice of State Election
To Be Held
November 2, 2010

In City Council, October 7, 2010

Ordered, that meeting of the qualified voters of the City of Northampton will be held on Tuesday, November 2, 2010, in the several polling places
designated for the purpose by the City Council, as follows:

WARD 1, Precinct A - In Jackson Street School Auditorium

WARD 1, Precinct B - In Jackson Street School Auditorium

WARD 2, Precinct A - In Smith Vocational-Agricultural High School

WARD 2, Precinct B - In Smith Vocational-Agricultural High School

WARD 3, Precinct A - In the Senior Center, Great Room, 67 Conz Street
WARD 3, Precinct B - In the Senior Center, Great Room, 67 Conz Street
WARD 4, Precinct A - In the Senior Center, Great Room, 67 Conz Street
WARD 4, Precinct B - In the Senior Center, Great Room, 67 Conz Street
WARD 5, Precinct A - In Florence Civic and Business Building, 90 Park Street
WARD 5, Precinct B - In Smith Vocational-Agricultural High School

WARD 6, Precinct A - In Robert K. Finn Ryan Road School

WARD 6, Precinct B - In Robert K. Finn Ryan Road School

WARD 7, Precinct A - In John F. Kennedy Middie School, Community Room
WARD 7, Precinct B - In Leeds School Gymnasium, Lower Level
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State Election November 2, 2010

The polls will be opened at seven o’clock in the forenoon and closed at eight o’clock in the evening of the said day, and all such members will in
the several wards and precincts in which they are individually entitled to vote, between said hours give in their votes for Governor and Lieutenant
Governor, for Attorney General, for Secretary of State, for Treasurer, for Auditor, for Representative in Congress for the Second Congressional District,
for Councillor for the Eighth District, for Senator in General Court for the Hampshire & Franklin District, for Representative in General Court for the First
Hampshire District, for District Attorney for the Northwestern District, and for Sheriff for Hampshire County

They will also give in their votes “Yes” or “No” on the following questions:

QUESTION NO. 1- Law Proposed by initiative petition 7
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives before May 4, 20107

SUMMARY - This proposed law would remove the Massachusetis sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol, where the sale of such beverages and alcohol or
their importation into the state is already subject to a separate excise tax under state law. The proposed law would take effect on January 1, 2011.

A YES VOTE would remove the state sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol where their sale or importation into the state is subject to an excise tax under
state law.

A NO VOTE would make no change in the state sales tax on alcoholic beverages and alcohol.

QUESTION NO. 2 - Law Proposed by initiative petition
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives before May 4, 2010?

SUMMARY - This proposed law would repeal an existing state law that allows a qualified organization wishing to build government-subsidized housing that
includes low- or moderate- income units to apply for a single comprehensive permit from a city or town’s zoning board of appeals (ZBA), instead of separate
permits from each local agency or official having jurisdiction over any aspect of the proposed housing. The repeal would take effect on January 1, 2011, but would
not stop or otherwise affect any proposed housing that had already received both a comprehensive permit and a building permit for at least one unit.

Under the existing law, the ZBA holds a public hearing on the application and considers the recommendations of local agencies and officials. The ZBA may grant a
comprehensive permit that may include conditions or requirements concerning the height, site plan, size, shape, or building materials of the housing. Persons
aggrieved by the ZBA’s decision to grant a permit may appeal it to a court. If the ZBA denies the permit or grants it with conditions or requirements that make the
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housing uneconomic to build or to operate, the applicant may appeal to the state Housing Appeals Committee (HAC).

After a hearing, if the HAC rules that the ZBA’s denial of a comprehensive permit was unreasonable and not consistent with local needs, the HAC orders the ZBA to
issue the permit. If the HAC rules that the ZBA’s decision issuing a comprehensive permit with conditions or requirements made the housing uneconomic to build
or operate and was not consistent with local needs, the HAC orders the ZBA to modify or remove any such condition or requirement so as to make the proposal no
longer uneconomic. The HAC cannot order the ZBA to issue any permit that would allow the housing to fall below minimum safety standards or site plan
requirements. If the HAC rules that the ZBA'’s action was consistent with local needs, the HAC must uphold it even if it made the housing uneconomic. The HAC’s
decision is subject to review in the courts.

A condition or requirement makes housing “uneconomic” if it would prevent a public agency or non-profit organization from building or operating the housing
except at a financial loss, or it would prevent a limited dividend organization from building or operating the housing without a reasonable return on its investment.

A ZBA's decision is “consistent with local needs” if it applies requirements that are reasonable in view of the regional need for low- and moderate-income housing
and the number of low-income persons in the city or town, as well as the need to protect heaith and safety, promote better site and building design, and preserve
open space, if those requirements are applied as equally as possible to both subsidized and unsubsidized housing. Requirements are considered “consistent with
local needs” if more than 10% of the city or town’s housing units are low- or moderate-income units or if such units are on sites making up at least 1.5% of the total
private land zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use in the city or town. Requirements are also considered “consistent with local needs” if the
application would result, in any one calendar year, in beginning construction of low- or moderate-income housing on sites making up more than 0.3% of the total
private land zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use in the city or town, or on ten acres, whichever is larger.

The proposed law states that if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.

A YES VOTE would repeal the state law allowing the issuance of a single comprehensive permit to build housing that includes low- or moderate-income units.

A NO VOTE would make no change in the state law allowing issuance of such a comprehensive permit.

QUESTION NO. 3 - Law Proposed by initiative petition

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives before May 4, 20107

SUMMARY - This proposed law would reduce the state sales and use tax rates (which were 6.25% as of September 2008) to 3% as of January 1, 2011. It would
make the same reduction in the rate used to determine the amount to be deposited with the state Commissioner of Revenue by non-resident buﬂdmg contractors

~ as security for the payment of sales and use tax on tangible personal property used incarrying out their contracts

The proposed law provides that if the 3% rates would not produce enough revenes to satisfy any lawful pledge of sales and use tax revenues in connection with
any bond, note, or other contractual obligation, then the rates would instead be reduced to the lowest level allowed by law.
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The proposed law would not affect the collection of moneys due the Commonwealth for sales, storage, use or other consumption of tangible personal property or
services occurring before January 1, 2011,

The proposed law states that if any of its parts were declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.

A YES VOTE would reduce the state sales and use tax rates to 3%.

A NO VOTE would make no change in the state sales and use tax rates.

QUESTION NO. 4 - Debt Exclusion- Shall the City of Northampton be allowed to exempt from the provisions of proposition two and one-half, so-called, the amounts
required to pay for the bond issued in order to partially finance the construction of a new Police Facility up to $10,000,000 (ten million dollars)?

Shall the City of Northampton be allowed to exempt from the provisions of proposition two and one-half, so-called, the amounts required to pay for the bond issued
_in order to partially finance the construction of a new Police Facility up to $10,000,000 (ten million dollars)?

In City Council, October 7, 2010

Attest: w y J% /77%()\

City Clerk
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State Election November 2, 2010

State Election

City of Northampton

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts

At a Legal Meeting of the Qualified Voters of all Wards and all Precincts, in the City of Northampton, holden on the first Tuesday after the first
Monday in November, being the second day of said month, in the year Two Thousand Ten, for the purpose of giving in their votes for State and District
Officers, also upon Question No. 1 -Law Proposed by Initiative Petition-Sales Tax on Alchoholic Beverages; Questions No. 2 - Law Proposed by
Initiative Petition-Comprehensive Permits for Low or Moderate Income Housing; Questions No. 3 - Law Proposed by Initiative Petition - Sale and Use
Tax Rates; Question No. 4 - Debt Exclusion - Shall the City of Northampton be allowed to exempt from the provisions two and one-half, so-called, the
amounts required to pay for the bond issued in order to partially finance the construction of a new Police Facility up to $10,000,000 (ten million dollars).

The whole number of ballots cast, including Absent Voters’ Ballots was
*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS

***PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
12,050 + 4 Overseas + 2 Federal Write-in + 11 Provisional = 12,067

And the whole number of Votes given in were received, sorted, counted and declared, and record thereof made in open meeting as by law
directed; and said Votes were for the following named persons:
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State Election November 2, 2010

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS

**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
GOVERNOR/LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR
9:00PM | 8:40PM 8:25PM | 9116PM | 9:00PM | 9:05PM | 8:45PM | 9:20PM | 8:55PM | 9:.00PM | 8:45PM | 8:50PM | 9:20PM | 8:50PM
“A| 1B | 2A | 2B | 3A | 3B | 4A [ 4B | 5A | 5B | 6A | 6B | 7-A | 7-B |TOTAL
For PATRICK and MURRAY 444 846 | 599 | 465 652 | 597 | 437| 858 | 613 | 642| 561 | 719| 618 | 688 8739
For BAKER and TISEI 72 182 46 40 96 81 39| 123 | 129| 127 | 236 281 160 | 230 1842
For CAHILL and LOSCOCCO 32 60 5 5 40 a1 23 34 41 52 77 70| 51 62 593
For STEIN and PURCELL 48 44 38 30 64 69 52 84 45 47 39 44 50 33 687
ALL OTHERS 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 9
BLANKS 5 17 10 17 17 9 3 10 8 10 12 18 21 23 180

For PATRICK and MURRAY*

TOTAL

0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0
For PATRICK and MURRAY*** 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 7
For BAKER and TISEI*** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
For CAHILL and LOSCOCCO*** 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
For STEIN and PURCELL *** 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
BLANKS. 9 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
603 1149 698 562 872 799 556 | 1109 840 879 927 | 1134 902 | 1038 12067
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State Election November 2, 2010

ATTORNEY GENERAL

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B §5-A 5-B | 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL

For MARTHA COAKLEY 508 895 611 417 734 676 492 [ 925 677 709 654 822 683 773 9636
For JAMES P. MCKENNA 80 205 56 47 100 94 50 133 133 135 239 267 171 | 220 1930
ALL OTHERS 0 2 0 1 3 0 2 3 0 2 0 0 1 0 14
BLANKS 14 47 31 32 32 29 10 48 .28 33 32 44 47 43 470
For MARTHA COAKLEY * 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 H 5
For MARTHA COAKLEY *** 0 0 0| 4} 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 10
For JAMES P. MCKENNA *** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
TOTAL _ 603 1149 698 562 872 799 555 | 1109 840 879 927 | 1134 202 | 1038 12087

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 2010

SECRETARY OF STATE

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A | 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A §5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL

For WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN 494 899 609 488 728 656 474 916 676 712 656 826 696 793 9623
For WILLIAM C. CAMPBELL 65 161 36 31 70 74 38 102 106 101 183 214 118 165 1464
For JAMES D. HENDERSON 14 27 6 4 26 24 15 21 17 13 29 25 22 21 264
ALL OTHERS 2 0 0 1 1 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 9
BLANKS _ 27 62 47 33 44 45 25 68 38 | 53 57 68 66 57 690

For WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN * 0

0 0 0| 0 1 0 0 0 0
For WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN *** , 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 9
For WILLIAM C. CAMPBELL *** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
| For JAMES D. HENDERSON*** 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
BLANKS ol o 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL 603 | 1149 | 698 | 562 | 872 | 799 | 555 | 1109 | 840 | 879 | 9271 1134 | 902 | 1038 12067

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-iIN BALLOTS
***PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 2010

TREASURER

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL

For STEVEN GROSSMAN 458 869 604 465 | 691 644 |. 469 | 896 635 668 590 773 648 739 9149
For KARYN E. POLITO 111 221 60 51 125 106 58 155 169 159 277 289 189 229 2189
ALL OTHERS 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
BLANKS 33 59 33 40 53 49 25 58 44 52 58 71 65 68 708
o —————————— O A : : 202 in 050
For STEVEN GROSSMAN * - 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 5
For STEVEN GROSSMAN *** 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 9
For KARYN E. POLITO *** 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
BLANKS -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
n TOTAL 603 [ 1149 698 562 872 799 556 | 1109 840 879 927 | 1134 902 | 1038 12067

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 2010

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

AUDITOR
1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
For SUZANNE M. BUMP 363 744 513 386 | 530 520 381 752 554 558 544 660 538 628 7721
For MARY Z. CONNAUGHTON 92 201 50 40 96 80 48 1314 136 140 215 267 160 211 1867
For NATHANAEL ALEXANDER FORTUNE 106 115 95 93 140 145 89 160 o4 117 Y| 118 117 119 1599
ALL OTHERS 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 4
BLANKS 41 89 40 38 53 54 35 a6 53 64 75 88 85 78 859
For SUZANNE M. BUMP * 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 4
For SUZANNE M. BUMP *** 1 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 1] o 0 7
For NATHANAEL ALEXANDER FORTUNE *** 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 2 4
BLANKS 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 g 2
TOTAL 603 1149 698 562 872 799 555 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 1038 12067
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State Election November 2, 2010

REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS- Second District

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
For RICHARD E. NEAL 505 937 629 492 754 682 497 848 687 730 696 845 717 821 9840
For THOMAS A. WESLEY 73 177 41 39 82 20 39 117 122 113 200 242 141 186 1662
ALL OTHERS 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 4 2 1 1 1 1 0 14
BLANKS 23 34 28 26 33 27 16 40 27 35 28 45 43 29 434

For RICHARD E. NEAL *

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
***PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

0 0
For RICHARD E. NEAL ** 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
For RICHARD E. NEAL *** 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 i 2 10
For THOMAS A, WESLEY *** 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
TOTAL 603 1149 | 698 562 872 799 556 | 1109 840 879 927 | 1134 902 | 1038 12067
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State Election November 2', 2010

COUNCILLOR - Eighth District

3A | 3B | 4A

1-A 1B |. 2-A 2-B 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
For THOMAS T. MERRIGAN 468 852 593 466 706 636 476 888 648 678 622 779 661 747 9218
For MICHAEL FRANCO 81 193 39 39 82 97 35 124 112 110 220 251 133 182 1708
ALL OTHERS 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 6 0 0 0 0 1 1 6
BLANKS 53 104 65 52 79 66 42 99 78 o1 83 103 107 96 1118

For THOMAS T. MERRIGAN *

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

For THOMAS T, MERRIGAN *** 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 8
For MICHAEL FRANCO *** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 3
TOTAL 603 | 1149 698 562 872 799 555 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 1038 12067
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State Election November 2, 2010

SENATOR IN GENERAL COURT- Hampshire 8 Franklin District

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL

For STANLEY C. ROSENBERG 516 976 617 488 747 688 500 967 717 757 761 922 756 871 10283

ALL OTHERS 5 4 3 1 2 5 3 6 9 5 6 6 1 5 61
BLANKS 81 169 78 68 120 106 51 136 112 117 158 205 145 160 17086

For STANLEY C. ROSENBERG * 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 4
For STANLEY C. ROSENBERG *** 1 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 10
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 9 3
TOTAL 603 | 1149 698 562 872 799 555 | 1109 840 879 | 927 1134 | 902 | 1038 12067

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 2010

REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL COURT- First Hampshire District

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 8-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
For PETER V. KOCOT 515 380 606 492 750 681 499 a7 715 753 763 931 754 858 10268
ALL OTHERS 4 5 2 1 0 4 3 6 8 2 4 6 1 2 48
BLANKS 83 164 90 64 118 114 52 132 115 124 158 196 147 176 1734

O

For PETER V. KOCOT *

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
“**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

0 2 4
For PETER V. KOCOT *** 1 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 10
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3
TOTAL 603 1149 693 562 872 799 555 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 | 1038 12067
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State Election November 2, 2010

DISTRICT ATTORNEY - Northwestern District

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-8 4-A 4-B 5-A | 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
For DAVID E. SULLIVAN 501 960 615 484 734 684 497 958 696 741 747 820 762 825 10124
For MICHAEI CAHILLANE 7 22 4 1 20 4 3 10 20. 8 10 16 3 20 148
ALL OTHERS 3 2 0 1 0 3 3 3 4 4 3 1 0 2 29
BLANKS 21 165 79 71 115 108 51 138 118 126 165 196 137 189 1748

For DAVID E. SULLIVAN *

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
“*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

0 0 0 0 0 0
For DAVID E. SULLIVAN *** 1 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 10
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 6 0 0 5
TOTAL 603 | 1149 698 562 872 799 555 | 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 | 1038 12087
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State Election November 2, 2010

SHERIFF - Hampshire County

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL

For ROBERT J. GARVEY 495 916 616 480 719 679 493 936 688 690 659 862 686 816 9735
For STEPHEN ANTHONY CHOJNACKI 64 174 4 39 91 75 28 117 102 141 222 218 151 150 1613
BLANKS ' 43 59 M 38 59 45 33 56 48 48 44 53 650 70 702
L e —————————— B e -
For ROBERT J. GARVEY * 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 4
For ROBERT J. GARVEY *** 0] 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 9
For STEPHEN ANTHONY CHOJNACKI *** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3
TOTAL ‘ 603 [ 1149 698 562 872 799 555 | 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 { 1038 12067

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS

A true summary of the returns from All Wards and All Precincts of the City of Northampton of the - State Election - held on Tuesday,
November 2, 2010 , including Absent Voters’ Ballots. {Last Page)

Attest:

s g

City Clerk
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State Election November 2, 2010

QUESTION NO.1-Sales Tax on Alcoholic Beverages

! 1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
Those reading YES numbered 134 254 82 65 198 168 101 222 208 199 344 366 224 292 2857
Those reading NO numbered 446 842 598 464 654 578 435 847 - 588 647 552 712 626 709 8698
BLANKS 22 53 18 28 17 53 18 40 42 33 29 55 52 35 495

Those reading YES numbered *** 0 0

Those reading NO numbered * 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 5
Those reading NO numbered *** 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 10
TOTAL 603 1149 698 562 872 799 555 1109 840 879 927 1134 802 1038 12067

. *OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 2010

QUESTION NO.2-Comprehensive Permits for Low or Moderate Income Housing

1-A 1-B 2-A 2-B l 3-A 3-B 4-A 4-B 5-A 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
Those reading YES numbered 113 253 108 68 182 155 104 183 174 183 266 293 198 249 2529
Those reading NO numbered 443 8156 544 451 618 570 400 851 614 644 607 749 627 - 717 8650
BLANKS 46 81 46 38 69 74 50 75 50 52 52 91 77 70 871
Those reading NO numbered * 0 0 0 0 0 0 H 2 0 0 1 0 0 3
Those reading NO **** 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 ] 1 0 0 1 5
Those reading YES *** 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5
BLANKS 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 L 0 0 4
TOTAL 503 1149 698 562 872 799 5556 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 1038 12087

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State Election November 2, 20106

QUESTION NO.3-Sale and Use Tax Rates

1A | 1-B |

2-A

| 28

TOTAL

Those reading YES numbered

129

210

58

74

2352

Those reading NO numbered

454

902

463

9366

BLANKS

19

17

332

Those reading NC numbered *

Those reading NO ***

Those reading YES ***

(=T = I -

BLANKS

TOTAL

603

1149

698

562

872

799

555

1109

840

879

927

1134

902

1038

12087

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
*FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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8tate Election November 2, 2010

QUESTION NO.4-DEBT EXCLUSION - Shall the City of Northampton be allowed to exempt from the provisions of proposition two and one-
half, so called, the amounts required to pay for the bond issued in order to partially finance the construction of a new Police Facility up to

$10,000,000 (ten million dollars)?

1-A 1-8 2-A 2-B 3-A 3B 4-A 4-B 5-A ] 5-B 6-A 6-B 7-A 7-B TOTAL
Those reading YES numbered 328 691 469 337 479 412 302 663 477 499 426 574 473 511 6641
Those reading NO numbered 219 381 178 166 317 290 180 364 | 308 334 462 487 369 457 4523
BLANKS 55 77 51 54 73 97 62 82 52 46 37 72 60 68 886
Those reading YES numbered * 0 0 0 0 0 H 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3
Those reding YES *** 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Those reading NO *** | 0 0 0 3 e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
BLANKS 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 6
TOTAL 603 1149 £98 562 872 799 555 1109 840 879 927 1134 902 1038 12087

*OVERSEAS FULL BALLOTS-10 DAYS
**FEDERAL WRITE-IN BALLOTS
**PROVISIONAL BALLOTS
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State election November 2, 2010

A true summary of the returns from All wards, All precincts of the City of Northampton of the - State Election, held on
Tuesday, November 2, 2010, including Absent Voters’ Ballots.

Attest:
: M %{0\
City Clerk
ABSENT VOTERS BALLOTS
1-A 1-B | 2-A | 2B 3-A 3-B 4-A 4B | 5A | 5B | 6A | 6B 7-A 7-B | TOTAL
Over the Counter - Total 16 26 20 20 10 22 14 35 15 24 13 19 23 18 276
Civilian Rec’d. - Total 15 33 18 8 16 15 9 37 12 18 16 22 M 23 273
Military Rec’d. - Total 1 1 3 0 2 2 0 7 2 0 2 3 2 2 27
Total sent to Polls 32 60 M 28 28 39 23 79 29 42 N 44 56 43 575




